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?') V.ast F \-r-y 
New York, l-'cw 10007 

rr'nvir.ry 7, 1/74 


• Of» A n-* * r.r*/• *7 
lV»- U ^ . O 4 ', /• A. I 

4H0 3-96 r.v* 

410 366 2fr» 


Plrcotcr 

tco.rrtsarnt f? Stain 

Offioo ci Lr:V;ee er,d Ration / 1'i’cii’s 
K.ahiucton, D.C. 

Dc : r f>i*: 


Ye rear;' .mein lien jr. reerocted iri the cene of Itr. f- Mrs. Florentine . 
A3 c.-r.so 2'J.vr.rn r.r.d their rest Roberto. 

Mr. hxnorr., bom October 30, 1936, his 'rife Maria Lcruiea fxr crc., 
bom Jv.e 1937 raid tbsil* non Rcbcrco, b'Ov; Jvno 14, li c.vo 
natives mi citizens cf the Philippines. Ihcy have i.o cl cue ford. 2 y 
tie:; in the United Center. 

Mr. 7/nnr>ra l;et entered the Unite.! States at lieu ©lulu, Vsvc 1 i on 
October 10, 19/0 no a visli-cr for business j‘r* the purpose of goJrc; 
to iho Ghiu-win ViilJLRTs Iv.iut be:in Ucwucnd, Ob:<c to observe 
r-.nufr.Gt.ure ej-d apniicnticu of paints:. He r.cvci* reported to thr¬ 
ee:-pipy. He var pcrrdtted to re**ria la the United States until 
IXeecjV.ai* 30, 3 9VO and he requested end received the fe-j loidr-g 
exteuaione frea December 30, 1970 to /uril 10, 1971, April 6, 19/1 
to Cot eh or 9, 1971, end Scptcrbor 30, 3.971 to Catcher 30, 1971. 

Ho h.'o Re3.ti.sr requested nor received any further extensions. Hir 
passport, ;bnr 6303d ictucd on June 9» 19/0 and vs33d until 
Jur.c 9, 3972 rent.nine n. u-7 visa itrued by the .bicricm Ocv.rule+o 
at Jl.nila cn August ?.C, 1970 rad mlic! for one fidcvlccicn if 
presented before Hive: her 2d, 1970. 

Mrs. Saxhorn jost entered the IVAted Staten at Honolulu, lUuni.i on 
January 36, 3.979. tia ? visitor for plop5.-v.ro until April 15, 1.971 
and i .ho received an eiotcr.e3.cn until Celeb.r 15, 1971 ar.d or. 

Cotobcr 9, 19/1. a rccc-vi extension van ^rented until Jiuivrry 15, 1972. 
the hr.a neither recr.c«d:sd nor received rny further extensiono. Her 
passport Rubber 99226 A.tcucd ca October 2, ? 97C and vrli.’l until 
Co tab or 1, 1972, ccj.tr. ins a b-2 visa issued by the Azcr* urn Gcnvulcta 
nt Mnr.iln cn etober 19, IvVO rr:d valid if prr.ec.itcd btu'er o 
Jeau/ipy 19, 1>’/1 for cue r.didsoicii. 

Mi's. Satievv.a ncec^'penicd by her son Roberto.. 111c unreport 
nw'bnr 9C227, is c.tidlax in validity and visa to his nothcr'.*.. 
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Ca February 1/,, 1973, the Znnorr.o rr.de r. request fer political 
asylum. Tho interview was held at lids office cn l!cvc..:bor .99, 1973. 


Tho Zamerna fear persecution frc:\ tee Mni'eos noverreaent should 
they return to tho ihilippincr. They cue cn.""Ccd in t!:o pninti - . " 
and construction business end II*. Zr-.orn ctatce that \hu Uuelr.-r-sa 
ic a till operating as fur es he known. The Z'U-erro cleiun th.*t 
their relatives will net or err. not nivo n definite mower as is 
how tho business is operntinn cr he.; tho fr ily io. they clri*: 
ell corrosnondcnco is censured. Their rclstives have stated that 
they can not ruiswor questions. The Z^norcs have no clear picture 
of vfcat is c.n. 


Mr. Zurora claims that ho always participated in street d evenstra¬ 
tions against Marcos but ho wee never on actual rcerber of e 
political. oi’^ani nr ti on. 

The Zincrrs claim that a cousin of Mrs. Znsoro Jr- trrrried to r 
nephew of Jlr. Benicno 5. Aquino, Jr., a fer. cr Opposition senator 
who Is cn trial charged \/ith subversion and reorder. 

)!o nerber of the Zsj&ora fcnily has ever been involved politically 
ncr has any uesber ever been arrested sc for no they !nov. 

Vory truly yours, 

• JTj •* 

MAURICE F. KIIXT, ACTUM 
DISTRICT DIRECTCH 
HEW YORK. DISTRICT 
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DE PA RTM ENT OF STATE 


WiiMr jloo, O.C. }*<S<0 



Dear Mr. Kiley: 



.--i 



^ r iT/s. 

■ -.OK it i-* ' 


; . i»• 


^?.F£3 rj/4 


This is .in reply to your letter of February 7, IS74 
concerning the request for asylum of Mr. & Mrs. Florentino 
Alonso Zamora and their son Roberto, (A20 366 284, 285 & 
286 respectively), all citizens of the Philippines. 


VJe do not find that the Zamora family have made a 
valid claim to asylum. They claim no political or other 
activity which might conceivably lead to their persecu¬ 
tion on their return. 


We believe that the Zamora family would be able to 
. live in the Philippines at this time free of restraints 
other than those imposed on all Philippine citizens by 
the-terms of the various martial law decrees. / " _.) 

On the basis of the information thus far submitted, 
we are unable to conclude that the Zamora family should 
be exempted from regular immigration procedures on the 
grounds that they would suffer persecution on account of 
race, religion, nationality, political opinion, or member¬ 
ship in-a particular social group should they return to 
the Philippines. Should the Zamora family present ad¬ 
ditional information which to the Service seems to require 
further review, we will be pleased to give further consider 
tion to their case. 


Mr. 


Sincerely, / 

' • /? 4%. 


& 


// •*. 


Louis A. Wiesner 
Director 

Office of Refugee and 
Migration Affairs 

Maurice F. Kiley, 

Acting District Director, 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, 

20 West Broadway, 

New York, New York 10007. 
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A Yes. (by both) 

0 Did you file one for 1973? 

A Yes we did. 

0 How many exemptions did you claim? 

A Three in all. (by both) 

Q Have you ever been a member of the communist party* either in the 
Philippines or In the Uhlted States or anywhere else in the world? 

A No. (by both) 

0 Have you ever had any trouble with the police anywhere in the world? 

A No. (by both^ 

Q O.K. If permitted to leave the United States voluntarily Instead of 
being deported, do you have sufficient funds to do so with your son? 

A Yes. (by both) 

0 Are you willing to leave when and if required to do so by the Iomigrat 
Service? 

A Yes. (by both) 

Q Yout clain to political asylum according to the statement which you hay 
we have submitted to the judge indicates that you have had a lack of 
communication with events in the Philippines. Can you explain to the 
judge a little more clearly perhaps, regarding your lack of coramunicat W| 

A (Py adult male) Whenever we called them up, my family in the Philippin«j 
they answered us but they have hesitating to answer all our questions 
as to the conditions right now. Whenever we asked them questions re¬ 
garding the business, the situation there, about my family and all the 
relatives they did not answer me directly. They really didn't want 

to answer about the situation over there. 


on ! 
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ft ; 
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A (by adult female) They were mostly evasive - like we’re O.K., don’t 

1 

worry about us, that’s like after them personally. Eut If you ask how 
the situation Is politically they won’t make any comment. 

Q Do you feel that from the knowledge of your family and your parents, 
do you feel that this type of communication is what you would expect? 

A No, definitely not. (by female) 

Q You, in your affidavit or your letter indicate that you participated 
In some street demonstration? 

A Pack in 19 - - - 

IMMIGRATION JUDGE* Mr. Singer you refer to a letter - Is this 

m. SINGER. Yes, that is the one you are holding in your left hand which 
was the one I initially referred to, but now I am changing it. 

I IMMIGRATION JUDGE* You have been referring to Exhibit 3, a letter of the 
Acting District Director. 

MR. SINGER* Right, right. 

MR. SINGER TO RESPONDENTS* 

o In the statement given by you to the Immigration Servlc. and later se^t 
to the State Department you Indicated you had participated in some 
street demonstration, can you describe the circumstances regarding suet, 

demonstration? 

A (Ry adult male) Nell this demonstration - some friends of mine, class-| 
mates, former./ classmates, they are members of this local movement - 
Student Rightist’s Movement - and they always stopped b/ md take me 
along with them in street demonstrations against the government of 
president Marcos, and I usually go with them, even though I am not a 
member of that movement. 
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1 0 Have you heard what has happened to any of these people in that move- 

2 ment who have participated in the demonstration? 

3 MR. SHADER* I object, it’s immaterial. 

A m.'IGRATICN JUDGE* Overruled. 

5 MALE PESPC!.’DEf.’T* T bog your pardon. 

6 MR. SINGER TC RESPONDENT* 

7 0 Have ycu heard what has happened to any of the people »Aio either parti- 

8 cipated in this demonstration like or were in similar circuitstances - - - 

9 MR. SHADER* So the record cay be clear, may we have the question of the 

I 

10 respondent as to when these alleged demonstrations took place. 

11 MR. SINGER* Certainly. 

12 a (Py adult male) In August of 1970, I think. 

13 MR. SHADER* Or is it 1969? 

14 a (By adult male) Because I can’t recall all the dates you know. 

15 Because it is a long time, a couple of years, it oust have been c>9 

16 or *70. 

1? MR. SINGER TO RESPONDENTS* 

1» 0 Getting back to my question. Do you have any kno.ledg. of -hat happened 

19 to the other participants in the demonstration? 

» a (By adult male) Yea, Mr. Singer. I heard that ao~ of the. are In 

21 Jail - that-, the last tie. 1 heard - I can't remember anything of 

2 ? • what happened to some of them. 

23 MR. SINGER* I have no further questions on this subject. 

24 IMMIGRATION JUDGE* Mr. Shader do you, or are you resting? 

t 

25 HR. SHADER* Off the record. 

oa OFF THE RECORD - 0“ ™ p ppnnC ° 

I-— A-6- 1 
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MR. SHADER TO JLT MALE* 

o then MS Karcoa made president or head of the government of the 
Philippines? 

A T/hen He became president. 

0 V.hen? 

A In 1965. 

0 You said some of your friends were arrested, how many friends were 
there? 

* hell those that were arrested. If I can recall, three or four. 

Q When were they arrested? 

A Right during the demonstration here. 

Q And they were shortly released? 

A Kell I can't recall, 1 know nothing of their release. 

MR. SHADER» That is all. 
immigration JUDGE to respondents* 

o Mr. and Mrs. Zamora, did each of you participate In these demonstra- 

tions, or was it r>nly you, Mr. Zamora? 

A (By male adult) It was only me who participated, 

o And when did you participate In these demonstrations, please? 

A "ell/Tsald the demonstrations were -69 or '70, X don't recall the 

date. 

q What tine of the year in *69 or ’70? 

A The month you mean? 

q yea, or the season, "hen MS It, .«r - winter? 

A Probably it was summer. 

o Before you, W. Za,.r.. and your family - «*• *• ^ 

-— A-7 - 
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UNITED STATES nEPARTKEJTT OF JUSTICE 
Immigration and Naturaliration Service 


Filesi A 20 366 2 P 4 - Hew York 
20 366 275 - * 

20 366 2 E 6 • ** 


MAY 2 4 1974 


In the Natter of 

ncsnmrc alcwto zmcka ) 

VAT IA LUISA 7A&CRA ' 

FfT r^TLTO ZAMORA ' 

Respondents ^ 


IN DEPORTATION PRCCEEDINGS 


CHANCE* 

AFPI ICATTCfll 


I ft n Act - Section 241(a'(2' (B U3C 1251(a'(2)) 
Remained longer - visitor (each) 

Voluntary dc'arturei withholding deportation to 
the Philippines - Section 243(h)» I & H Act 
(8 USC 1253(h)) (each) 


In Pehalf of Respondents! 

Parst ft ftikanal* Fses. 

127 John Street. 

New York, t\ Y. 1^38 

Stephen Singer, Fsq.» of counsel 


In Behalf of Service! 

Allan A. Shader, Esq. 
Trial Attorney 


decision cf toe nsacRAnoM juuge 


tamanti. husband, wifo, and their 5 year old son, all allans, nation 
cltirons of the Philippines. are a.ch deporUbl. for .laying in tl» United 
Stairs iongar than remitted. th. husland after Cttobar 30. 1971 upon 
admission CPtotev 10. 1970 a, a -sin... visitor, th. oth.ro. h.yond 
January 10. 1972 aftor admission January 16. 1971 a. visitor, for ploa.urc 
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Voluntary departUTo has beer. requested for each respondent* That 
privilege will be discretionarily granted. However, should they, or 
any of them, now not leeve as required deportation will be ordered. 

K'e must name the Philippines as the destination country if deportation 
ensue because no country has been designated by, or in behalf of, these 
respondents (Section 243(e), Immigration and Nationality Act). 

Respondents request, under provisions of Section 243(h) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act, withholding of possible deportation to the Philippines. 
That Section reads* 

"The Attorney General is authorized to withhold 
deportation of any alien within the United States 
to any country in which in his opinion the alien 
would be subject to persecution cn account of race, 
relioion, or political opinion end for such period 
of time as he deems to be necessary for such reason.” 

The burden Is on respondents to establish eligibility for the requested 

relief (6 C.F.R. 242.17(c>). 

The child's case obviously rests on that of his parents. 

Adult male testifies that about the summer of 1969 or 1970 he participated 
in street demonstrations in the Philippines against the then president of 
that country who continues in that office. Adult male states some partici- 
pants, but not he, were arrested st that time. He asserts that now when- 
ever he communicates with his family in the Philippines they appear 
hesitant to answer his questions. Female respondent testifies the responses 
from the family In the Philippines are mostly evasive sfoen queried about 
the political situation, answers not expected by her. 





However* no respondent has ever been arrested or persecuted. Their 
Thllippine passports, in their correct names, were issued after appearing 
at the appropriate Philippine government office. 


Adult respondents state they now seek political asylun in tho United 
States in order to permit their son to here enjoy civil liberties 
presently denied in the Philippines* freedom of speech, freedom of the 
press, and also the election of those who govern, freedoms indicated as 
not now existing in the rhilippines. Adults point out that a cousin is 
married to the son of a sister of Senator Eenigno, assertedly once a 
leading oppositionist. The Senator is asserted now to be in Jail. 

Three newspaper clippings submitted by respondents have been received in 
evidence* 

Exhibit 6 from the New York Daily News of about 
Dec<*mH#r 7, 1973 datelined Manila the prior day. 
reports that the martial lew government arrested 
3 Catholic prints and at least 38 laymen identi¬ 
fied with church social work* 

Exhibit 3 from the New York Times January 13, 1974, 
also dstelired Manila the prior day, reports the re- 
orouninq of rhilinpine communists mainly by recruit- 
Ino from the universities. The clipping tells of 
the Philippine Government's detention caraos having 
held up to 8000, but now holding about five or six 
thousand, and the fact that prominent Filipinos have 
set up a campaign in the United States to discredit 
the present rhilinpine government. 

Exhibit 7 is an advertisement in the December 18, 1973 
issue of the New York Times stated to have been signed 
by Americans, apparently of stature, publicising their 
concern over repressions in the Fhilippinas. They 
solicit letters to our Senators and Congressmen to 








suspend military and economic aid to the rhilipplr.ee 
till hunan rights are restored there. }J ' 


It must remembered that withholding deportation is restricted to cases 
where there is tho clear probability of persecution to the particular 
applicant 0 r -na v. Irmi oration end Vaturallratiop ^rvice , 379 F. 2d 
536, 5?& (7th Cir., 1967''. Additionally, as stated in Cheng Pal Fu v. 
Imlnratlr.n and r.e tur*Ijration '>rvice « 3F6 F. 2d 750 (2nd Cir. , 1967' , 
cert, denied 390 U.5. 1003, the applicant must show he would be singled 
out as an individual by governmental authorities and suffer persecution 
therefrom in order to establish clear probability of persecution. 

Adult respondents have not so showi. They indicatt fear they would be 
persecuted in the Philippines, however that appears to be iflerely surmise. 

Even if, as is asserted, the Philippines now has martial law, and absenca 
of safeguards existing in the United States, adults have nevertheless not 
sustained their burden of establishing the likelihood that they would be 
persecuted Jn the Philippines. Nothing presented establishes that the 
Philippine government has been or now is aware of respondents or has any 
interest, any adverse interest* in them. 

Adult respondents* fear and claim that persecution would result to them 
in the Philippines has not been established to be on a well founded basis 
that life or freedom would be thero threatened because of race, -eligion, 

1 / -T V have read and considered the entirety of exhibits 5 through 7. 

Cur references to them are not intendod to set forth tho sal-ent 
points of the exhibits which have been received in evidence for 
such value as appropriate. Respondents ars not referred to in 
any of those exhibits. 






nationality* political opinion or membership In • particular social 
group. The applications to withhold deportation nu9t bo denied. 

Parcrtheti:ally, prior to these deportation proceedings the Immigration 
and Naturallration Service had referred respondents' request for political 
asylum to our Department of State colicltlng the Department's views on 
the application (Exhibit 3A . In Its reply* advising that respondent had 
not r.ado out a valid case, the Department stated* 


ViG do not find that the Zamora family have taada a valid 
claim to asylum. They claim no political or other activity 
which night conceivably lead to their persecution cn tholr 
return. 

believe that tho Zamora family would bo able to live 
In thr thili’-olnes at this time free of restraints other 
then tnose inr-c^ed on all rhllinpino citizens by the 
terms of the various martial law decrees. (Exhibit 3 Bj 

In arriving at our determination adverse to respondents* Section 243(h) 
application we have not considered the views of the Department of State. 


ORDER* IT is ORDERED that in lieu of an order of deportation respondent* 
be oranted voluntary departure without expense to the Govemr-ent on or 
before JUN 2 9 1974 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if respondents fall to depart when and as 
required, the privilege of voluntary departure shall be withdrawn without 
further notice or proceedings and the following order shall thereupon be¬ 
come immediately effective* respondents shall be deported from the United 
States to the Philippines on the charge contained In their respective Orders 
to Shew Cause. 


A-12. 








IT IS FWfl'O? CPnEP.FD that residents* application, wider Section 243(1-0 
of the Innigraticn and bsticnality Act, to withhold deportation to tho 
Philippines be DOTED. 



CD-ARD i\ LVAMJSL 

Immigration Judge 
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Unitrii §1atr3 Department nf dlustire 
tBnarii nf Hmmiiuatimi Apppals 
maaluiigton. D.(£. 2U33U 



A20 356 2S4 
A20 355 265 
A20 356 286 


New York 


In re: FLORENTIKO ALONZO ZAMORA 

MARIA LUISA ZAMORA 

rcleuto za:::„>a 

IN DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS 
APPEAL 


APR 1 7 1975 


ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS: 

ON BEHALF OF I&N SERVICE: 

ORAL ARGUMENT: 

CHARGES: 


Steven Mukamal, Esquire 
Barst & Mukamal 
127 John Street 
New York, New York 10038 

Irving A* Appleman 
Appellate Trial Attorney 

October 2, 1974 


Order: Section 241(a)(2), I&N Act (8 U.S.C. 1251 

(a)(2)) • nonimmigrant visitors - 
retrained longer than permitted 

APPLICATION: Withholding of deportation 


These cases present an appeal from a decision of the 
i nmi gration judge on May 24, 1974, finding the respon¬ 
dents deportable and granting them the privilege of vol¬ 
untary departure, with alternate orders of deportation. 

He denied the applications of the respondents for with¬ 
holding of their deportation to the Republic of the 
Philippines, pursuant to the provisions of section 243(h) 
of the Imm i g ration and Nationality Act, as amended. The 
appeal will be dismissed. 

A-14 







A20 366 264 
A20 366 205 
A20 366 286 


Respondent Florentino Zamora, a native and citizen of 
the Philippines, entered the United States as a nonimmi¬ 
grant visitor lor business, for a temporary period in 
October 1970. He was authorized to remain in this country 
until October 30, 1571. His wile and their six-year-old 
con, also natives and citizens of the Philippines, entered 
the United States as nonimmigrant visitors for pleasure 
for a temporary period in January 1971. They were author¬ 
ized to remain in this country until January 15, 1972. 
Deportability of all of the respondents has been established 
by clear, convincing and unequivocal evidence. 

The immigration judge, noting that the child** case 
obviously rests on that of his parents, found that the 
fear of the parents that they would be persecuted in the 
Philippines '’appears to be merely surmise". He concluded 
that even if, as asserted, the Philippines now has martial 
law, the adult respondents nevertheless had not sustained 
their burden of establishing the likelihood that they 
would be persecuted in the Philippines. 

Ue have reviewed the record, including counsel** conten¬ 
tion on appeal and at oral argument that the decision of 
the immigration judge was arbitrary, capricious and un¬ 
founded, end conclude that the decision was correct. In 
an official communication to the Service, the State Depart¬ 
ment indicated its be 1 i.ef that the Zamora family would be 
able to live in the Philippines free of restraints, other 
than those imposed on all Philippine citizens by the terms 
of various martial law decrees. The respondeat* have failed 
to show a well-founded fear that their lives or freedom 
would be threatened in the Philippines on account of their 
race, religion, nationality, membership in a particular 
social group, or political ooinion. Natter of Dunar , 

Interim Decision 2192 (UIA 1973). We are satisfied, there¬ 
fore, that the respondents would not be persecuted if depor¬ 
ted to the Philippines. Accordingly, the decision of the 
immigration judge is affirmed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


A-IS 





A20 365 2U4 
A20 366 21)5 
A20 366 266 


FURTHER ORDER: Pursuant to the immigration judge’s 
order, the respondents are permitted to depart from the 
United States voluntarily within 36 days from the date 
of this order or any extension beyond that time as may 
be granted by the District Director; and in the event of 
failure so to depart, the respondents shall be deported 
as provided in the immigration judge's order. 


j,;y iv tvii/ N 

acting Chairman 


Board Member Irving A. Appleman abstains from considera 
tion of thcje cases# 
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: ■ > ta-.fcing l -ilit3,cal asylum in this country to nd:e cure that our young sen 
will grow up enjoying the civil literties that arc now being denied to the people 

t 

in the Philippines. We want him to enjoy the kind of freedom we have known in 
our country tefore the imposition of martial law - freedom of speech, the press 
ar.d the right tc elect the kind of people who will govern. We also v;ant him to 
grew up ar.d pursue the career of his choosing and not something that the govern¬ 
ment dictates him. to undertake. These dreams are no longer possible in our 
country under the present martial law regime. 


In September of 1972, when we first heard the news about the declaration cf mar¬ 
tini law, we tried to reach cur families by phone but it was not till a week 
after that wo were able to get through. When we did, cur parents, brother and 
sister would not make one comment about what the situation is really like. All 
they would say was that they were safe. 

We did got letters but there were now direct references as to what was really 
going cr.. From the tone of the letters, you car. gather that they were evasive 
about answering our questions on the martial lav? status. All letters received 
from friends and family warned us about writing anything agair.stthe government 
as they strongly believed thatmails were being censored. We sent tapes ar.d 
letters and when received, they shoved evidence of having been opened. 


From newspapers and magazines here, we learned that a new form of government 
wn established - something like having a president for life. Congress was 
abc' ‘.shed and dissenters were Jailed. We have acquaintances who came to this 
v-ter the martial law was in effect and they had very little knowledge 

ry' vas net ml by taking place - we knew a lot more from news reports we read 

* 
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One cur cousin*? is married to the con of the oister of former Senator lonig'.x 
Aquir. once a leading oppositionist and who is still preecntly in Jail, Lao 
v.rned al] her kin about saying anything against what is happening in the country 
A voice of dissent is readily silenced out of fear. 


l.’e are submitting herewith news clippings t alien from local papers supporting the 
foregoing paragraphs. 
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STATE OF NEW YORK ) 


COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 


STEVEN S. MUKAMAL, being duly sworn , deposes and says 


That he is a partner of the firm of Barst & Mukamal, 
attorneys for the petitioner in the within proceedings; that he 
has read the foregoing petition and knows the contents thereof; 
that the same is true to his own knowledge, except as to the 
matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief 
and that as to those matters, he believes it to be true. 


STEVEN S 


Sworn to before me this 
27th day of January, 076 


OTARY PUB 


STEPHEN SINGER 
Notary Public State of New York 
No. 30-9023418 Nassau County 
Comm. Expires March 30, 19 "76 
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